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PROPOSED 1¢-YEAR PURCHASE PROGRAM

10-Year
Acreage Quality Indices Purchase
COMPARTMENTS Quota
Gross Forest % For W1 Reec. Acc. Acres
1. Whitewater................... 43,130 16,885 39 3.0 3.2 3.3 3.0 3,600
2. Rollingstone. ................. 47,600 18,980 40 3.1 3.1 3.6 2.8 4,100
3. Homer-Dresbach.............. 43,040 20,700 48 2.9 3.1 3.8 2.7 4,400
4. Pine Creek (Part)............. 15,600 7,680 49 2.8 3.2 2.6 2.3 *
5. Money Creek (Part)........... 30,080 12,940 43 2.8 3.3 2.4 2.1 2,300
6. Rush-Pine (Part) ........... ... 13,920 6,900 50 2.9 3.2 2.5 2.0 *
Total . .......... ... ... ...... 193,370 84,085 43 17,100
*Recommended only for highly selective purchases.
1. Whitewater River Compartment Twin Cities but is readily accessible to Winona
This includes the present Whitewater Game residents and travelers from east and south.

Refuge and Public Hunting Grounds, the White-
water State Park, and certain adjoining areas to
the east—all within the Whitewater River Water-
shed. Gross area in Winona County is 43,130
acres. Of this, about half has already been ac-
quired for the state projects. An estimated addi-
tional 16,885 acres is suitable for conservation use.

The state lands are primarily under the juris-
diction of the Divisions of Parks and Game and
Fish. However, the Division of Forestry prepares
timber management plans and supervises timber
sales on the wildlife lands. The entire area is suit-
able for coordinated use for recreation, wildlife
management, and timber production.

The proposed purchase is 3,600 acres, favoring
lands with recreational potential but not neces-
sarily associated with the Park.

2. Rollingstone Compartment

This large compartment follows Highway 61
from the north county line near Minneiska to the
outskirts of the city of Winona. It includes the
wooded portions of Rollingstone Creek and Garvin
Brook. It surrounds John Latsch State Park and
the villages of Rollingstone, Minnesota City, and
Stockton.

The 18,980 acres of forest are made up of:

Allyvial land ............. ... 7T percent
Terraces and talus slopes ...... 3 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 83 percent
Gully heads ................. 7 percent

Timber growing potential is variable but on the
whole is slightly above average. The same can be
said for its wildlife potential.

Its position on the Great River Road adds to
its natural recreational features. It rates some-
what below average in terms of access from the
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Some portions may be suitable for county or city
parks.

The proposed purchase is 4,100 acres favoring
tracts adjacent to the Great River Road.

3. Homer-Dresbach Compartment

This compartment follows the Great River Road
from Winona south to the county line. It includes
the wooded lands of Gilmore Creek, Burns Creek,
Pleagsant Valley Creek, Homer Creek, Cedar
Creek, Trout Creek, Dakota Creek, and other
small streams flowing directly into the Mississippi.
It surrounds the villages of Homer, La Moille,
Donehower, Dakota, and Dresbach.

The 20,700 acres of forest are made up of:

Alluvial land ................ 2 percent
Terraces and talus slopes...... 4 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 90 percent
Gully heads ................. 4 percent

A part of the “forest” (roughly 1 acre in 5) is
now devoid of tree cover, and this feature reduces
the timber productivity index to slightly below
average. The same feature increases the wildlife
productivity particularly for deer and upland
birds.

The position of the area relative to the Great
River Road, Highway 90, and the existence of
trout streams, scenic overlooks, historic sites,
and other features give it a high recreational
rating. Access from the Twin Cities is inter-
mediate. Some portions may be suitable for county
or city parks.

The proposed purchase is 4,400 acres favoring
areas adjacent to the Great River Road and tracts
susceptible to multi-purpose management.



4. Pine Creek Compartment

Pine Creek rises in southeastern Winona
County, flows south into Houston County, and
empties into the Mississippi River near La Cres-
cent.

The 7,680 acres of forest in Winona County
and 5,320 acres in Houston County are made up
of :

Wet alluvial land ............ 3 percent
Other alluvial land ........... 2 percent
Terraces and talus slopes ... ... 5 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 79 percent
Wooded gully heads and narrow

ridges ... ... 5 percent
Other land .................. 6 percent

Much of the steep land has a southerly or west-
erly exposure, and the density and quality of
timber is relatively poor. Wildlife potential, how-
ever, is fairly good.

The unit has relatively limited frontage on the
Great River Road and few outstanding recrea-
tional features.

Some fairly steep land has been successfully
used for orchards. This is a competitive use found
in few other localities.

Conditions justify some land purchases here,
but it is suggested that initiation of buying pro-
gram be deferred until adjacent compartments
are more fully established.

5. Money Creek Compartment

This includes the wooded portions of Money
Creek and Looney Creek, which flow south into
the Root River near Houston.

The 12,940 acres of forest in Winona County
and 8,500 acres in Houston County are made up of :

Alluvial land ................ 2 percent
Terrace and talus slopes ...... 2 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 84 percent
Wooded gullies .............. 8 percent
Other land .................. 4 percent

Much of the steep land has a southerly or west-
erly exposure. Large areas were burned about 20
years ago. The forest quality, therefore, is below
average. Its wildlife potential, however, is rela-
tively good.

It has some favorable recreational features in-
cluding fishing streams, horseback trails, and
rustic camping sites. It has no direct access from
major highways but is close to Interstate 90 on
the north and U. S. 16 on the south and is crossed
by Scenic State Road # 76.
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The state owns limited acreages in this com-
partment.

The proposed purchase is 3,800 acres divided
roughly—2,300 acres in Winona County and 1,500
acres in Houston County.

6. Rush-Pine Creek Compartment

The two streams rise in southwestern Winona
County, enter Fillmore County, and empty into
the Root River near Rushford.

The 6,900 acres of forest in Winona County,
and 2,920 acres in Fillmore County are made up
of:

Alluvial land ................ 12 percent
Terraces and talus slopes . ..... 4 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 69 percent
Gully heads ................. 15 percent

The alluvial land consists mainly of narrow
meadows along streams, some of which are fish-
ing streams. Steep and stoney land is more com-
monly south and west facing rather than north
and east. Woods, therefore, are somewhat open
and scrubby. They do mnot occur in extensive
blocks.

Timber growing potential is rated about aver-
age. Wildlife has benefited by the small farm
ponds and other soil conservation practices in
the Rush-Pine Small Watershed Project.

The compartment is fairly close to Interstate
90 on the north, U. S. 16 on the south, and State
43 on the east, but is not actually penetrated by
any major highway. It is remote from the Twin
Cities but is only about 40 miles from Rochester.
Trout fishing and potential upland bird and small
game hunting are the principle recreational at-
tractions.

No specific acquisition quota is recommended.
The State owns a few 40’s on Pine Creek. Addi-
tional tracts contiguous to this ownership should
be acquired as they become available. Acquisition
of a few other strategic tracts may be justified
for such purposes as providing public camp-
grounds, access to fishing streams, furthering the
aims of the small watershed project, and provid-
ing demonstrations to help extension programs.

HOUSTON COUNTY

Total area of county 361,600
Area within Memorial Hardwood
Forest 360,523
Area in proposed compartments—
Gross 269,560
Forest 116,940
Area proposed for purchase
1967-76

acres

acres

acres
acres

..................

21,400 acres

................



Approximately 89 percent of the land in the
county is in farms. About 414 percent is in public
projects, primarily the Upper Mississippi Wild-
life and Fish Refuge.

The land capability survey in 1958 placed
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172,600 acres in Classes VI and VII, that is, un-
suitable for general cultivation because of extreme
erodability or poor drainage. Most of the 116,940
acres of forest included in the proposed forestry
compartments comes from this class of land.

PROPOSED 10-YEAR PURCHASE PROGRAM

10-Year
Acreages Quality Indices Purchase
COMPARTMENT Quota
Gross Forest % For w1 Rec. Ace. Acres
1. Pine Creek (Part)............. 11,920 5,320 45 2.8 3.2 2.6 2.3 *
2. Money Creek (Part)......... .. 19,960 8,500 43 2.8 3.3 2.4 2.1 1,500
3. Lower Root................... 92,280 44,808 47 3.1 3.1 3.2 1.7 8,400
4. Wildeat Creek. . .............. 14,040 6,840 49
5. Crooked Creek................ 37,280 18,000 48 3.3 3.0 3.1 1.6 7,200
6. Winnebago Creek....... ... ... 27,400 14,040 51
7. South Fork Root.............. 64,040 19,940 31 3.4 2.9 2.5 1.0 3,300
8. Rush-Pine.................... 1,640 220 13 30 32 25 2.0 *
Total........................ 268,560 117,668 43 21,400

*Recommended only for highly selective purchases.

1. Pine Creek Compartment

2. Money Creek Compartment

(See Winona County for information
on the above compartments.)

3. Lower Root River Compartment

This includes the land two to three miles either
side of the Root River across Houston County
plus the Thompson Valley between Calendonia
and Hokah.

The forest area of 44,080 acres is made up of:

Wet alluvial land ............ 7 percent
Other alluvial land ........... 12 percent
Terraces and talus slopes . ..... 5 percent
Steep and stoney land ....... 72 percent
Gully heads and narrow ridges 4 percent

Forty-seven percent of all land in the compart-
ment is classified as forest or potential forest.
Thus, the purchase of large compact blocks can
easily be accomplished. Substantial acreages have
been purchased already.

The timber growing potential and the wildlife
production possibilities are variable, but on the
whole, above average. :

Recreational possibilities are excellent. Scenic
Highway U. S. 16 extends the length of the river,
and Highway 61 is on the east boundary. The unit
is crossed by State Highways 76 and 44, both
scenic routes. The river here is a recognized canoe
route, and both it and its tributaries offer fishing
opportunities. It includes several recognized “nat-
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ural areas” and has possibilities for future camp-
grounds if not fully developed park area.

The only handicap is its considerable distance
from the Twin Cities which gives it a rather low
rating for accessibility.

The proposed purchase is 8,400 acres of all-pur-
pose forest land, favoring tracts close to the river
and major highways.

4. Wildcat Creek Compartment
5. Crooked Creek Compartment

6. Winnebago Creek Compartment

These three watersheds empty directly into the
Mississippi River. Only lands west of Highway
26 (The Great River Road) are included in the
purchase program. The three compartments are
essentially equal in productivity and potential.

Timber growing potential, influenced by a good
mixture of species and fairly dense stocking, is
rated above average. Wildlife potential is average.
Recreational features, including some 20 miles of
the Great River Road, 40 miles of other scenic
roads, 18 miles of trout streams, and a number of
scenic overlooks and several nature preserves,
give it an above average rating. Accessibility to
population centers is the only weak rating.

The proposed purchase is 7,200 acres of all-
purpose forest land.
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7. South Fork of Root River

It enters the Root River from the south just
below the village of Houston. It contains 19,940
acres of forest land in Houston County and some
additional in Fillmore County.

The forest is made up of :

Alluvial land ................ 2 percent
Terraces and talus slopes...... 3 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 76 percent
Wooded gully heads........... 14 percent
Otherland .................. 5 percent

The timber production capacity is variable
being very good on the north and east facing
slopes and gully heads in the lower part of the
valley. The main South Fork and Beaver Creek
rise in prairie country and in their upper stretches
support only narrow stringers of woods, unsuit-
able for public management.

Wildlife potential is about average.

Recreational features of note are the Beaver
Creek State Park, some 15 miles of trout streams,
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10 miles of scenic state road, nature preserves,
and an archeological site. The area gets a low
rating for accessibility from population centers.

The proposed purchase is up to 3,300 acres
favoring tracts in the northern part of the valley
and those adjacent to the State Park.

FILLMORE COUNTY

Total area of county 549,760 acres
Area within Memorial
Hardwood Forest
Area in proposed
compartments—Gross

Forest

Area proposed for purchase
1967-76 7,600 acres

All of the forest land is within the Root River
Watershed. Topography is considerably less rug-
ged than in Houston and Winona Counties. A
much larger proportion of total land area is suc-
cessfully farmed. Legs than 1 percent of the land
is in public projects.

391,917 acres

112,480 acres
37,600 acres

PROPOSED 10-YEAR PURCHASE PROGRAM

10-Year

Acreage Quality Indices Purchase
COMPARTMENTS Quota
Gross Forest % For Wil Reec. Ace. Acres

1. Rush-Pine (Part).............. 10,520 2,920 28 2.9 3.2 2.5 2.0 *

2. Upper Root................... 40,360 14,480 36 3.5 3.0 3.2 1.7 2,800
3. South Fork Root.............. 20,200 7,200 36 3.7 2.5 2.5 14 1,200
4. Middle Branch Root........... 25,720 8,140 32 3.6 2.8 3.8 2.3 2,000
5. South Branch Root............ 15,680 4,860 31 3.9 2.8 4.5 2.1 1,100
Total . . ... ... . . .. 112,480 37,600 7,600

1. Rush-Pine Compartment
(See Winona County)

2. Upper Root River Compartment

This includes the land adjacent to the main
Root River from the Houston County line up to
Lanesboro, surrounding the villages of Rushford,
Peterson, and Whalen.

The 14,480 acres of forest land are made up of:

Alluvial land . ............... 8 percent
Terraces and sandy talus slopes 8 percent
Steep and stoney land........ 61 percent
Wooded gully heads........... 17 percent
Otherland ............... ... 6 percent

Timber producing capacity, in spite of some
bare south-facing hillsides, is rated above aver-
age. Some coves and gullies have timber stands
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of very good density and quality. Wildlife poten-
tial is about average.

The area has good recreational possibilities
with State Highway 16 crossing it from east to
west and # 43 passing from north to south. The
river is a recognized canoe route. Accessibility
from population centers, however, is relatively
poor.

The proposed purchase is up to 2,800 acres
favoring tracts adjacent to the river but includ-
ing as much as productive forest land.

3. South Fork of Root Compartment

This area joing the South Fork Compartment
in Houston County.
The 7,200 acres of forest are made up of:

Alluvial land ................ 3 percent
Terraces and sandy talus slopes 1 percent
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Steep and stoney land ........ 47 percent
Wooded gully heads .......... 38 percent
Other land .................. 11 percent

The topography is gentler than in Houston
County, and the timberland is rated as having
better potential. Wildlife and recreational pos-
sibilities are about the same. The area is remote
from population centers. It has some seven miles
of trout stream, at least one natural area, and a
number of potential campsites.

The proposed purchase is 1,200 acres of all-
purpose forest land.

4. Middle Branch of Root (Chatfield)
Compartment

This includes a narrow band of land on both
sides of the main Root River from Lanesboro up
to Chatfield.

The 8,140 acres of forest are made up of:

Alluvial land ................ 10 percent
Terraces and sandy talus slopes 4 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 45 percent
Wooded gully heads .......... 32 percent
Other land .................. 9 percent

The gully heads and north-facing slopes, when
not heavily pastured, support good stands of tim-
ber, and the area as a whole is rated above aver-
age for timber production. Wildlife potential is a
little below average but can be improved. Recrea-
tional assets are some 25 miles of canoe route, 37
miles of fishing stream (includes the Lanesboro
Fish Hatchery), a short mileage of scenic high-
way, and a number of potential campsites. The
Army Engineers are considering a flood control
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dam in the area which, if constructed, would offer
additional facilities for boating and fishing. The
compartment is comparatively remote from the
Twin Cities but is reasonably accessible to resi-
dents of Rochester.

Proposed purchase is 2,000 acres favoring tracts
useful for recreational activities but including as
much as possible of productive timberland.

5. South Branch of Root Compartment

This comparatively small block surrounds the
recently established Forestville State Park.

The 4,360 acres of forest outside of the park
consist of :

Alluvial land ................ 19 percent
Terraces and talus slopes...... 1 percent
Steep and stoney land ........ 30 percent
Wooded gully heads .......... 38 percent

The 2,000 acre Park takes in the best of the
forest land including some mature hardwood tim-
ber, although some of the lands outside the park
boundaries rate high in potential productivity.

The area as a whole presents a splendid oppor-
tunity for integrating the various activities of
the Department of Conservation. The intensive
recreational developments (campgrounds, historic
gites, landscaping, etc.) within the Park can be
augmented by hiking, horseback riding, fishing,
and boating on adjoining forest land. Public hunt-
ing can be accommodated during the off tourist
gseason. Over-mature timber can be harvested to
prevent deterioration of the stands.

The proposed purchase is 1,100 acres favoring
tracts which will fit well with the Park.



IV. ECONOMIC EFFECTS OF LAND PURCHASES

Some concern has been expressed in certain
localities that the State land purchases may have
an adverse effect on local communities by remov-
ing property from the tax rolls and possibly re-
ducing the output of grain and livestock.

Examination of recent purchase cases does not
substantiate these concerns. Loss of taxes so far
has been minor. Likewise, the reduction in pasture
and crop acreage has been very limited. Both will
be more than offset in the long run by increased
revenue from the forest property.

In Houston County, where the heaviest pur-
chases are recommended, the acreage taken each
year will amount to only 6/10 of 1 percent of the
total land and, of course, a much smaller propor-
tion of the land values.

A. Reduction in Crop Acreage

The State is attempting to confine its purchases
largely to non-agricultural land. Obviously, if it is
to maintain its average prices in the range indi-
cated in the proposed budget, this is a virtual
necessity. In general, the cropland which the State
will acquire will be in small irregular fields with
steep slopes and of low productivity, made more
so by poor farming practices. It should be retired
from farm crop production. When, as has occurred
in a few cases, the State buys an entire farm unit
containing land adjacent to operations of neigh-
boring farms, the State proposes to dispose of
the cropland by lease or exchange. One such case
is in process now.

Often, the cropland and improved pasture is set
off by a metes and bounds survey and is retained
by the farm owner, with only the non-agricultural
portion being offered for sale to the State.

B. Tax Loss

As a rule, the lands being acquired are not
actually earning the taxes assessed to them. This
happens because the tax assessments lump good
and poor lands together for a total tax lien on the
ownership. The better lands must provide the
revenue by which the entire tax is paid. In many
cases, after the farmer sells his woodland to the
State, he will be able to use the proceeds of the
sale for capital improvements on the rest of the
farm, thus not only maintaining the tax-base, but
improving his own situation.

When an entire farm unit is transferred to the
State, there is, of course, a loss in taxes. If, how-
ever, this is a submarginal farm which already is
failing to provide the farmer a livelihood, the
reduction is more apparent than real; it would
only be a matter of time until the taxes would
become delinquent.
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In certain locations it appears likely that re-
moval of isolated farms from the tax rolls may
be accompanied by savings in road maintenance
and bussing children to school greater than the
lost tax revenue.

C. Effect on Livestock Production

Unquestionably, the purchases will take out of
use some land which has been pastured in the past.
There seems to be general agreement, however,
that pasturing steep erodible land is neither good
for the land nor the livestock. Cattle growers in
this area are turning more and more to better
breeds of stock. These modern types must have
ample feed with a minimum of physical effort, pre-
cluding utilization of the steep valley sides and
river bluffs. There will, of course, be borderline
cases, and it should not be the policy of the State
to take over properties being successfully used
by cattle enterprises.

D. Contributions of the Forest to Local
Communities

State law provides that 50 percent of the gross
revenue from the State Forest shall be returned
to the local governments in lieu of taxes. One
should not exaggerate the magnitude of these pay-
ments in the immediate future, because the lands
in their present condition are not going to yield
heavy revenue. In the long run, however, the
payments should become fairly substantial.

The money invested in developing State Forests
will be used in large part to employ local labor and
should more than offset job losses incurred as a
result of the acquisition program.

Expansion of forest industries with increasing
payrolls can be anticipated with some degree of
optimism. Starting with simple fiber and chip
operations, industries should develop gradually
into other lines with improving forest conditions.

By helping to beautify routes of travel and by
providing picnic grounds, hunting areas, and trout
streams, the Memorial Hardwood Forest should
attract thousands of additional tourists to this
part of the State. This will bring business to the
local communities.

It is almost self-evident that the Memorial
Hardwood Forest will contribute toward making
this area a more attractive and desirable place to
live.

All in all, there appears to be little reason for
concern that local communities will suffer from
the proposed gradual expansion of public holdings
in this area.



APPENDIX

METHOD AND COST OF LAND ACQUISITION WITHIN
THE MEMORIAL HARDWOOD FOREST

to June 30, 1966

Total Purchase Ave. Cost
Method of Acquisition Acres Cost per Acre
Trust fund land—State. . . ... ... . . 1,276  § 1. nominal
Tax forfeited—counties. . . ... ... . . . 781 1. nominal
Gift of land—oprivate. .. ... ... ... ... 385 —_ none
Purchase—contributed funds. .. ... ... .. ... ... 440 7,050. $ $24.90
Purchase—State funds. . ... ... . . 9,617 250,375. ) '
Totals. . ... 12,499  $257,427.  $20.60

ACREAGE ACQUIRED IN MEMORIAL HARDWOOD FOREST IN SEVEN COUNTIES
to June 30, 1966

By By Tax Trust

County Purchase Gift Forfeited Fund (1) Total

(acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)
Dakota. . . .. SO ‘ 56 56
Fillmore...... .. ... .. . .. . . . . .. ... 1,282 43 160 120 1,605
Goodhue. . ... ... 1,239 227 1,466
Houston....... ... ... . . . .. .. .. ... .. .. ... ... .. 4,500 —_— 581 553 5,634
Olmsted . ... .. ... ... .. . ... . . . . ... 98 —_ 98
Wabasha. .. ... ... .. . . . 1,461 132 40 —_ 1,633
Winona. . ... . . 1,477 210  — 320 2,007
Total ... ... .. . . . 10,057 385 781 1,276 12,499

1Within boundaries of Memorial Hardwood Forest when established.

STATUS OF LAND OWNED OR CONTROLLED
U. S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS IN MEMORIAL HARDWOOD FOREST COUNTIES

June 30, 1964

Ownership or Control Licensed to:
U. S. Fish
COUNTY Under Minn. Dept.  Wildlife
Total Owned Easement Conservation Serviece
Dakota. . ... ... ... 364 354 10 347 —
Goodhue. . ... .. 5,007 5,005 2 3,896 e
Houston . ... . . 3,369 3,315 54 _— 3,278
Wabasha. . ... .. ... .. . ... 8,110 4,910 3,200 — 4,906
Winona. . ... ... .. . 5,292 4,079 1,213 e 4,046
Total . ... ... . 22,142 17,663 4,479 4,243 12,230
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STATUS OF LAND WITHIN THE UPPER

MISSISSIPPI RIVER WILDLIFE AND FISH REFUGE’

June 30, 1966

Owned Under License
from U.S. Army

COUNTY Public Acquired Corps of

Total Domain Land Engineers
(acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)

Houston...... ... .. .. . . . . . 11,995 14 11,981 3,278
Wabasha. . ... ... . . . 3,266 50 3,216 4,906
Winona. . ... ... 2,562 178 2,384 4,046
Total. . ... .. . ... . 17,823 242 17,581 12,230

*Administered by the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

ACREAGE OF STATE WILDLIFE AREAS WITHIN
OR ADJOINING THE MEMORIAL HARDWOOD FOREST

June 30, 1966

Leased From

U. S. Army
COUNTY PROJECT Project Acquired Corps of
Area Area Engineers
(acres) (acres) (acres)
Dakota  Wood Duek. . ... ... .. .. ... . ... 464 _— _
“ Gore’s Pool. ... ... ... . . 1,480 824 347
Goodhue Gore’s Pool.. ... ... . . . . . . . 4,306 363 3,896
Fillmore Middle Root... ... ... ... ... .. .. ... ... ... ........ 251 —_
Wabasha Izaak Walton.. . ... ... ... ... . ... ... .. ........... 80 80 R
“ MecCarthy Lake ... ... ... ... ... ... .. . 3,195 80 _
“ Zumbro. . ... 1,338 20 —
“ Whitewater....... ... ... ... .. ... ... 3,775 2,325 —
Winona  Whitewater........ ... .. ... .. . .. .. .. ... ... 32,481 20,430 -
Olmsted  Whitewater. .. ... ... . . ... . .. . . . . ... 2,924 1,724 _
Totals 50,294 25,846 4,243
STATUS OF STATE PARKS WITHIN THE
MEMORIAL HARDWOOD FOREST
June 30, 1966
Project Acquired
COUNTY PARK Area Land
(acres) (acres)
Fillmore  Forestville. .. ... ... .. . . . . .. 2,440 *
Goodhue Frontenac........... ... .. . . .. 1,320 501
Houston Beaver Creek Valley .. ....... ... .. ... .. .. .. . . . .. ... 1,028 420
Olmsted Oronoco.......... PR 105 105
Wabasha James A. Carley....... ... .. . . i i 1,329 211
Winona John A. Latsch . ... . ... . . . . e 1,460 322
Winona Whitewater. .. ... ... 1,168 748
Winona O. L KOt . oo 1,350 *
Tootal. 10,200 2,307

*In process of acquisition.
1Partly in Houston County.
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HISTORY OF THE
MINNESOTA MEMORIAL HARDWOOD STATE FOREST

The Minnesota Memorial Hardwood State Forest
was established as a living memorial to Minne-
sota’s pioneers and veterans of all wars on April
20, 1961, by a law now referred to as M. S. A.
89.021, Subdivigion 34.

Some of the interesting events leading to estab-
lishment of the Forest were detailed in a leaflet
circulated by the Minnesota Division of The Izaak
Walton League of America, August 1, 1962, in
these words:

“The project was conceived and fostered by
Richard J. Dorer who first envisaged the forest
playground project some 22 years ago. It was
included in a long-range Minnesota Conservation
Program he drew up when he was supervisor of
State wildlife development. When he retired as
State Supervisor of Game, May 20, 1958, he began
work on a prospectus with four Waltonian col-
leagues who had been sold on the project for
years. They were: George Meyer, Whitewater
Refuge Manager ; Willis Kruger, Wabasha County
game warden; Phil Nordeen, retired Goodhue
County warden; and Ed Franey, Minneapolis
newsman and conservation writer.

“On October 14, 1958, Dorer called a meeting
of a volunteer committee of Waltonians at which
the proposed forest program was drafted. In the
group were David Vesall who succeeded Dorer as
Game Chief; Clarence Buckman of the Forestry
Division; Morris Paterson, Rubbel Pond Refuge
Manager; Meyer, Kruger, Nordeen, and Franey.
Sitting in as advisers were Sam Jorgensen and
Jim Coutts of the Fish and Wildlife Service.

“On December 6, Dorer was elected President
of the Minnesota Division, Izaak Walton League,
and received the convention’s endorsement of his
forest program. On December 29, Dorer and Ed
Franey, as chairman of the League’s forest com-
mittee, outlined the project at a meeting with
Conservation Commissioner Selke, Deputy Com-
missioner Clarence Prout, and Director E. L. Law-
son of the Forestry Division. The Commissioner
and his aides were unanimous in their approval
of the program.

“One by one, the County Boards gave official
approval of the forest but it was not until March,
1960, that the go ahead had been given by all
seven counties—Dakota, Goodhue, Wabasha, Wi-
nona, Houston, Fillmore, and Olmsted.

“The official proclamation -of the Minnesota
Memorial Hardwood Forest was issued by Com-
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missioner Selke on March 17, 1960. It was almost
a year later that the State Legislature gave offi-
cial approval—but without appropriations.

“Even before the seven counties had given their
approval and the Minnesota Memorial Hardwood
Forest was officially proclaimed, a public fund for
land purchases already had been launched. First
individual contributors were Richard Dorer and
Dr. Selke, who each gave $25, and the first organi-
zation was the South Minneapolis chapter, Izaak
Walton League, which sent in $100 on February
3,1960. Since that time, as the story of the forest-
playground spread, contributions ranging from
dollars to hundreds have come in. These contribu-
tions have been from 40 Izaak Walton League
chapters, many Conservation Federation affiliates
and other sportsmen’s clubs. Also contributing
have been American legion and V. F. W. posts,
D. A. R. and Purple Heart chapters, Rotory, Ki-
wanis, Lions and other civic service clubs, P. T.
A'’’s, garden clubs, business firms, and individuals.

“Total money contributions to date (1962) are
about $7,400, of which Minnesota Walton chap-
ters have raised $4,740. Leading fund raiser in
the Walton League is the Rochester chapter with
a total of $1,059. Next are South Minneapolis
chapter with $838 and Austin chapter with $637.
Conservation Federation affiliates have contri-
buted about $1,200.

“Largest land contribution in value ($3,670)
was from the Red Wing Izaak Walton chapter
and the Red Wing Conservation Club which joint-
ly turned over 386-acre Carlson Island to the
Forest. The Zumbro Valley Sportsmen’s Club gave
three parcels of land totalling 192.33 acres and
valued at $3,006. Houston County donated three
tracts totalling 381 acres and valued at $4,572.
Fillmore County gave 50 acres valued at $600.
Total land contributions are estimated at $11,998.

“Lands purchased with contributed funds in-
clude 240 acres in Wabasha County valued at

$4,800 and 40 acres in Fillmore County valued at
$250.00.”

Cash contributions continued and totaled
$10,485.88 by June 30, 1966. In September of
1962, the Legislative Advisory Committee pro-
vided $18,800 for acquisition of key tracts by the
Division of Forestry. The 1963 Legislative session
passed the Omnibus Natural Resources and Re-
creation Act which is financed by an additional
lc per pack tax on cigarettes. Upon passage of
this act, $300,000 was provided the Division of



Forestry for land acquisition for the biennium
starting July 1, 1963 and ending June 30, 1965.
With this appropriation, the responsibility for ap-
praisal of land and processing of the land acquisi-
tion was transferred from the Divigion of
Forstery to the Department of Administration.
The Division of Forestry, however, is still respon-
sible for locating prospective tracts for purchase
and giving overall guidance to the acquisition
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program. A copy of a memorandum of under-
standing between the Division of Forestry and
the Department of Administration is attached.
The 1965 Legislature appropriated an additional
$200,000 to the Department of Administration to
be used for the purchasing of land for the bien-
nium beginning July 1, 1965 and ending June 30,
1967. The 1965 Legislature also appropriated
$25,000 for a development study of this forest.



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

By common agreement, the following procedure
has been established between Department of Ad-
ministration appraisers and the Division of For-
estry for the acquisition of lands within the Min-
nesota Memorial Hardwood State Forest:

1. Forestry fieldmen will locate desired tracts

that in their judgment can be acquired at a rea-

sonable price, and will obtain permission from the
owner for the appraisal of such lands.

2. The area field forester will then transmit the
land descriptions desired to Mr. Matson, Chief of

Dated 10-29-63

Land Acquisition, Department of Administration,
with a copy to the Division of Forestry.

3. The field appraisers for the Department of
Administration will then complete appraisal work,
obtain the necessary option, and complete the
transaction. It can be expected that forestry field-
men will agsist Department of Administration field
appraisers to a reasonable degree in locating land
to be appraised or in contacting owners. However,
the actual appraising, and other work related to
acquisition is the responsibility of Department of
Administration field appraisers.

/s/ Ray Matson

Dated 10-28-63

Ray Matson, Chief of Land Acquisition
Department of Administration

/s/ Clarence Prout
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Clarence Prout, Director
Division of Forestry



DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF FORESTRY

L—Timber

Preservation of Timber for
Aesthetic and Watershed Purposes

CIRCULAR LETTER TO: All Field Personnel and
State Land Management Staff

Your attention is directed to the extreme im-
portance of protecting the natural beauty of State
lands that are used by the public adjacent to
lakes, rivers, streams, access sites, camp grounds,
and in State Parks. The value of such areas for
recreational purposes is steadily increasing and
must be given the maximum amount of consider-
ation and protection.

Any cutting in or adjacent to such areas can
be tolerated only when the natural beauty will
not be impaired in any manner.

When cutting must be done, the cutting regu-

ELL:CBB:de
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St. Paul 1, Minnesota

June 13, 1958

lations and permit supervision must be of the
highest caliber. Skidding methods, slash disposal,
and individual tree selection must receive pains-
taking attention.

All cutting regulations for any proposed cutting
within a State Park must have the complete ap-
proval of the Park Superintendent. Circular Let-
ter, L—Timber, No. 7, Sec. 2, dated June 13, 1958,
requires that the Park Superintendent’s signature
and the Area Forester’s signature must appear
at the bottom of Application for Small Timber
Sale, F-80, before sent to St. Paul.

No cutting can be permitted on State Land that
will increase erosion or contribute to the silting or
other damaging of rivers and streams.

/s/ E. L. LAWSON, DIRECTOR



QUALITATIVE RATINGS USED IN COMPARING PURCHASE COMPARTMENTS

To assist in allocating purchase quotas on an
objective basis, there is need for a simple rating
scheme to compare the timber-growing, wildlife,
and recreational potentials and an expression of
the relative accessibility of the several compart-
ments.

The forestry and wildlife potentials can be rated
on the basis of broad soil types. Recreational
features, tabulated, give a basis for comparing
values. Travel distance from the Twin Cities over
various types of roads gives a basis for acces-
sibility rating.

For forestry and wildlife appraisal, the “con-
servation” land in each compartment was clas-
sified by a 10-percent sample on soil survey maps
into eight broad types. Each was given a numer-
ical rating having this significance:

1 = Very poor
2 — Poor
3 — Fair
4 = Good

5 = Very good

Forestry Potential Types and Ratings:

Wetlands 1
Alluvial e 4
Sandy terraces & talus slopes................. 3.5
Steep & stoney (open hillsides) ............__. 1
Steep & stoney (S & W slopes) ... 2
Steep & stoney (N & E slopes) ... 4.5
Loamy talus & wooded coves..........._____.. 5
Eroded gully heads & ridges.............. 3
Wildlife Potential Types and Ratings:
Wetlands oo 5
Alluvial e 3
Sandy terraces & talus slopes................. 1
Steep & stoney (open hillsides) ............_... 4
Steep & stoney (S & W slopes) ... 4
Steep & stoney (N & E slopes) ... 2
Loamy talus & wooded coves. _................. 2
Gully heads & ridges (grass, ete.).......... 4
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Recreational Potential

All compartments have some recreational or
aesthetic possibilities; thus, none were rated less
than 2. All were then credited with certain points
according to extent of special features included.
These were:

Weight
Mileage through Wooded Area  Total Mi. per Mit
Great River Road..............___. 121 8
Other Main Trunk Highways 87 7
Other Scenic Roads........_.._._.. 214 2
Canoe Routes ... 147 4
Primary Fishing Streams.... 305 1
State Park Boundary............ 41 15

*To make the rating comparable, the weights were ad-
justed to bring the figures for large compartments down,
and for small compartments up to the level of an aver-
age-size compartment. The formula used was:

Miles x Weight x 8q. Mi. in Ave. Comp.
Sqg. Mi. in this Compartment

An additional 20 points was given for signifi-
cant historic, natural, and scientific sites, and in
a few cases, because of suitability of land for in-
tensive recreational use as a result of proximity
to cities or large villages.

The number of adjusted points for individual
compartments ranged from 27 to 324. These were
converted to a numerical rating ranging from 2.0
to 4.5 by the following formula:

Rating — (X (points) — 27

297 >x2.5+2

Accessibility

The rating was made in terms of miles of road
travel from the Twin Cities to the center of each
Compartment. Major trunk highways were given
a weight of 1 per mile. Other paved U. S. and
State highways were given a weight of 2. Sec-
ondary (gravel) roads were given a weight of 3.

Total points for individual Compartments
ranged from 26 to 197, the higher number indicat-
ing least accessibility. These were converted to a
numerical rating by formula:

Rating — [ (197 — X (points) x .234] 41






